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of human nature essentially distinct from that
which has "been called the " naturalistic" view.1
For both assume a definite rational organisation of
impulses similar to that taught in Plato's analogy
between the individual man and a political consti-
tution, so that the whole nature, or human nature
as a whole, cannot be identified with the impulses
which strength at any time makes most persistent,
* but depends upon the rational allotment of function
and measure to each.

In summing up the argument of the preceding
chapters, it is necessary to refer again to the dis-
cussion carried on in chapter vi. on the relation
between egoism and altruism as affected by the
Difficulty of theory of evolution.    This discussion was not in-
SdmduTf   sertecl in order to throw an additional obstacle in

and social    fjie way Of obtaining an ethical end from the em-
ends.                      J                      to

pirical theory of evolution. It is an integral part
of an attempt to estimate the ethical value of the
evolution-theory. The antinomy between the in-
dividual and social standpoints cannot be solved
by a theory of morality which does not recognise
that the individual, in his rational nature, is not

i Cf. Trendelenburg, Naturrecht, p. 45. "Von der philoso-
. phischen Seite kann es kein anderes Prmcip der Ethik geben als
das menschliche Wesen an sich, d. h, das menschliche Wesen in
der Tiefe seiner Idee und im Reichthum seiner historischen
Entwickelung Beides gehort zusammen Denn das nur His-
torisctxe wurde blind und das nur Ideale leer."